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Interpreter 
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Johan AHHDT, 
Pert or LAL'ilH, 
hrnst 

.Volt or KUPLP.. 



end 

| f / t i ke ,* 



'frir-l b“ t.ic Gulntin^- La .mnn srott. September, 1946, 

Trirl by -the Sunroao Court . Auguct, 1947. 

Public Prosocu tor : Stetsadvoleat Herald Sund, 

Counsol for tho Dofonco ; KiJyesicrottsadvokat Ciir.L. Jons on. 


Charro : Brutal torturo 61 liorwogim prisonorsr which in tx cases rosultod in 
tho victims' death. 

Indictaont : 

Dofondant3 ARHDT tsnd LALTJ?. r/oro char god by tho ^iroctor or Public Prosoctions 

with having coaaittod war criaos which vroro in violation of: 

J&5, cf. $ 1 of Law Ho. 5 of 6th July 1545, cf. 
jj *| 228 and 229 of tho Civil Criminal Codo. 

Defendants V7h.jh._iU311 and KUPHR wore charged by tho Director of Public Prosecu¬ 


tions with having comittod war crises which woro in violation of: 



?, cf. f> 1 
228, 229, 


of Law Ho. ? of 6th July, 1945, cf. 
251, 252 of tho Civil Criminal Codo. 


Str.tor.iont of Facts . 

Do.ondnnt Ah.DT (b. .5.4.11.) cano to liorwny in Docoabor, 1941. Ko hold tho 
rani: of Ilcuptscharfflhror and was ocnloyod as ICrinincl3 -iTottlr in tho Sipo in 3argon 
Y/hilo in offico, dofondnnt ATvluXT tool: part in tho ir.t-rrogation of pri 3 onors ar.d it 
has oson ostablishod that ho .:3-d the uothod of "verschHrfio Vornolmtng" on 24 
nn. iod lJorwogicns, anong thoa too v/oaan. 

Doiondant LAU-fi (b. -9.lu.oy.) cr-io to iiorwoy in 1926, as factory workor. In 
April, 1940, ho bocamo intorprotor at tho Sipo in Bergen. Sinco August, 1944, 
until tuo liberation ho VA13 wo king for dofondnntAhiiDT, end it has boon established 
teat during ".nut tiao ho used who .uothod of "vorschKrfto Vomou .ung" on 15 n rod 
Horwogicti prisonors. 

Dofondent hUL-AHK (b. 5.6.06.) caao to "or ey in July, 1944, ascliiof of the 
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Goman Sipo in Bergen. Ko wao oIjo in cnargo o.' tho Auosondionstsiolion of i hi yo¬ 
unger in Odda, Anraolsicngon rail “loro. lio is chargod with having given ;o mis¬ 
sion for iho employment of “ho notuod o- "vorochSrfio Vornelux:ny", implying an 
illegal fora of torturo, in -c .o interrogation of 21 nomad llorwogian prisoners, ono 
of whom was a woman. In t\.o cases iho torturo vraa so oovoro that tho prioonors 

y. i v 

Sdi'roa iho aftor-offoot* of tae ill-t r oat uo lit. 

Defendant i®Pff (b. 19.12.ul-.) camo to Norway in ho /amber, ly*i. In April 
10 l-i t ho boc.no chief of Abioilung 4 of iho Bergan Sipo. Iloilo charged with boing 
responsible for 19 c as as of "vorschSrfto Vornolitunr" viiich in two instnncos ro3ul*^ 
in iho dor.ih of iho victims. 

Senteneo of ih-o Larmanr.srott o n 1 1th Doconbor, 194:- . 

Defendants AfdDT and Uhll-Ahli wore sort on cod to dor.ih by shoo tine and dofondait 
LAl-ft end KHHLIR woro sontor.cod to 20 years -renal sorvitudo o ch. 

A. 

Iho sentence was r.oi unanimous an ono of iho lay judges votod for lifo inpriset 
aont for dofor.drnt3 APJDT and XX1A23I and another lay judgo proposod lifo sort one o 
for defendant KUPBR. 


Ilotos on tho Sontonco by the Larmann ;reit 


gaea rr - TC T nar a f Ail dorondants woro found guilty of having committod tho crinos 
for wiich they woro indictod. 

Iho novliod of “vorschSrfte Vornehnung" wa.s banod on a. so-oallod "liinistorial- 
orlass" of 1917 or 19 IB, vich pon.iiitod cort'in forms of torturo during tho in¬ 
terrogation of prioonors in casoo v.horo it wars nocoss ry to oxtwt inforaation. 

Bui iho jlinistoriolorloss docrood iha.i only iho IConnandor was oirtitlod to give 
oruors for "vorschHrfto Vornohaung" and that iho ordor or poraiosion had to bo 
givon in oach eana individual caso. For iha.i purpooo a 3pocial fora had to bo 
fi-iod containing tho enact form of torturo to bo onployod. Iho Konmardbr v;as 
supposed to inform Olo whonovor sticli an interrogation had talon pi co. 

Iho Court established that d fondant V/.fD_f 2" was a/ to that his oubor inatc$ 
v.3od methods othor^ thsi^offici lly ar.rittod during "vorschttrfto Varnoluxuig" and 
r-lso t.i t they did not <al ays bother about tho nocossary emits. 

uzfmdantraAttinai Though it mad ot o n os’ ablishod that dofonc’.ant KUPUP. him— 
self had pi van ouch oruors, ho had novor refused to 'orward any applications and 
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had novor irrtorforcd whon torturo "-.’-a sugg stod. 

Eio Court folt satisfiod that dl four dofondcnis must havo boon esrare that 
thoir acts woro at vnrianco’with tlio lews and cu tons of war rn that tnoy './oro in¬ 
flicting griovous bodily hnrn on • risonors or that thpy wero accomplices t.icrcto. 

Bio Court as ruaod that defendants /Jd.bT and L.i.J'. had :s -inly acted on cuporior 
ordors and that dodendenis .VheL—JI! and KUKdR, had '.ctod on iho authority of tho 
above nontionod l!inioteri''.lorl''-3s, noithor of •uiich ro sons could, hovavo , be 
plo .dod in o::cui -tion. 

Co 

Tho Court could not accent tho ontontion th -t tho defendants had :xtod in the 
intorosto of thoir oan country or that thoy had been afraid to rofuso to oboy 
orders. 

Yin on considering the ju nisi in out for dofondnat -Uhl IDT | tho Cost found that alifii 
although tho defendant hincolf had not used any not hod of torturo which was not 
officially approved of aid had used "vorscli M rfto Vernalizing’ only in cos os wiioro 
it^-Soor.iodroally nocos3 ury vjnr iiTs'~oplntio flp» tho instances ‘vrero too nuiaorous and too 
3(r ious to allow for ary other puniehnont but thojdoath sonter.co, 

Y/hon considoring tho punishuont of dofondnnt LAi-L., tiio Court found it an 
aggravating circa..stance that the defendant who had livod so long in horway, had 
folt no coapunotion to act against liorwogicn interests. 

As to dofondont 7A-ILA13!, tho Court found that though ho hiteolf had not 
taJcon pi rt in tho ill-treatnont of prisoners, ho was r. judgo/^ prof? scion and 
ought to havo realised noro than anyono how wrong it was to to^trate torturo when 
interrogating prisoners. Bio Court considorod it a particularly aggravating cir¬ 
cumstance that dospito tho fact that two prisoners had diod os a rosult of "verec 
sciiSrfto Vomohaung", tho dofondont noithor changed his methods nor denied .iis 
subordinates tho use of torturo. 

As to dofondont KUPzal, the Court found that t..ough ho iiinsolf had been posont 

only at souo isolated cases of torturo and never gave orders for "vorschUrfto 

Vornehm ng" hi:.i3olf, ho was usvortholoss rssponsiblo as chiof of Abteilung 4 for too 

acts of torture carriod out by his subordinates with his conniv nco. Bio Court 

found it an aggravating circ . stanco that he had or^orod/ts issua:: tho Lodi cal 

stating heart f uiluro • 

Officer to issuo do th cortificatos for tho two victim:; who had died as a result 


of tho torturo. 
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Jofor. r.ts fd'C.DT, f_.L.ui aid IUf-Jl r.moifld to tho Sunremo Court on tho 


following gra: nds: 

(1) til t tho L fjx.s: ott had wrongly applied • 
stating t:i -t tiio use of "v^rsehSrfta Vemolmung" was 
law snd uainiuinod that tiioy could r.oijbo hold criair. 
ariod on cu iorior ordors. 


tho substantive lav; w.ion 
at v.ximco with international 
zfly responsible for having 


(2) that tho Laguannsreit had inflicted too sovoro a punishment. 

Defendants .JliiUC void './Ll—tH lrur.chod an addition 1 apporl on grounds of pro¬ 


cedural lav;, do.or.drnt fuiiDT maintaining that ho had not boon confronted with tho 
V7itr.03-.03 before tho main hoaxing and had thus not boon given tho opportunity to 
counter thoir sttomorts. Defer..'.rot V.'JI.hfii contondod that ho uad noc boon roady to 
ou .nit evidence on souo of tho counts of tho indie ..:ont, 

i 

Defendant LAiiLR acruioccod with tho sentence of tho Lngoamsrott, 

Sentence of tho Surreao Court. ?Pth dnrust, 1947 . 

Defendants ARHDT end 1 uore sentenced to ponal servitude for life. In 

xho caso of I3JP-I., tho sentence of tho Lagmannsrott was upiiold. 


Homos or. tho 3o:tenco b" the Su-re.-.e Con. . 

Jud'G D-iedhP., tho first judge to give his roaeon3, statod that ho could not 
accept dofondar.ts hPiiDT's and Vil ) X.,iii , o nloa regarding tiio alleged orror as to tho 
ampliation of procedural la' as both tho dofor.dnnts had had ovory opportunity du¬ 
ring tiio main hearing to submit thoir counteravidonco or to as!: for an adjairnuont 
without having dono so. 

Vihen doiling with tho a.mp oil regarding tho ampliation of substantive law, 

?<■« -V « u 't eJi 3p fa ^ 

Judgo 3_!jlh.. folt> ■ '' ~iri ~ .. y . nf ing roforonco to the interpretation o f law^lsid 
down by t.io Supr omo Court in tho judgionts passod against KhZ!OU (Lav; and Trial 
Report TC), Bruns and others (Lav; end Trial Report '& R:) end K..CTIHG and ot .ors 
(Lav; and 'frial Report To). Ho said ho did not find it necessary to go into tho 
sane axgu.jo.ris all over again '.xxt only wanted to point out that tho crimes in ques¬ 
tion were in violation of tho law3 of humanity ana that tiio ploa, t .oroforo, mart 


bo rejected. 

I!ort Judge 3^..0-1: do It with tho a/po.l ag ir.3t tho do roo of puni snort in 
connection with do fondant ....-T. bh e Judgo rocalfod the series of 33* ious crimes 
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committed by tho defendants but ointod out tart in ..is o ; ini on tho sun tot*! of 
tiio crincB w .3 not of tho ssmo ; r wity os in tao c.n of sono rovious Gorman war 


criminals who had bear. sontonced to do .til. Ho, thoroforo, supgmstod t.i t tao 

Ui kRtfOf 

nunishmontCbo com utod to on-i ssrvitu o for lif 0 . 

Y/hon consi.'orinG tho ap oal of dafoniruit h'-HAirn, judge B.f.GLT; 3 id that thogh 


it had boon found by tho Log.nnnsrott that tao dofondant had b-on a"'rc of wh -t 
hi3 subordinat os vroro doing, ho hiasolf had nor r ili-troatod -ny of tho pri son or s. 
Defendant was chi) f of a largo district whoro ho rrs. junr.hlo to follow oach inc.ivi- 
oduaL ca ;o prsonally. iio had eon apparently intont on following his o\r. country* s 
interests to tho to at of ais un orstnding. Judco B-.'-GhR, therefore, again sug- 
gostod that tao sort one 0 bo coixmtod tokeni souviiudo for lifo. 

/is to dofondent KUJudge 3— XLf-i said that ho was satisfied that tho a ofon- 
doirfc v/23 guilty of having approvod of tho brut-2 methods of ais subordinates and 


that taorsforo thoro was ;.o rocs 


as on for rodeoing iiuj: 


mndhomni. 


Judge ALT-il votod for tao death sentence for all throe defendants. Ho said 
that in Ms opinion "tho torturo of prisor.o' 3 with tao intont of ©retorting informa¬ 
tion and admissions, was a war crino of oxcoodingly serious char actor. 7/hat mado 
it ov.n moro aggravating wa3 ta x the Goman Sipo w s a political body whoso origin, 
recruiting of members and activitios woro taoso of a criminal organisation. 

Defendant ATJIDT had boon found guilty of the torturo of altogether 34 named 
llorwogians. K: a victims had suffered 4r eat physical pain nnu sovaral had roebivod 
last in injurios. 3ho dofondant had ontromely zoalously analogod tho torture nothod; 
forosoon by tho Gor.un police,^methods ’inch to a great orient orrtiroly dopondod 
on tho porson of tho interrogator. And for that roason Judge AL’f-l! supported tho 
sontonco of tho Lagmannsrett, basing his argumonts on what had boon said in tho 
caco against KLIIiGJ (Law and frxnl ho port HD). 

As to dofondant V/lilHitHli, ho had certainly not ill—tr-atod tho uriso.ors him¬ 
self, but as tho Kommandor or Chiof of tho Sipo in Borgon, ho oro tho mein r.spon- 
sibility for tiio torturo whicii iiis offici JcjLnocutod with his connivance or approval. 

Dofondant ICHuh?., too, had not tortured prisoners himsoif. But again his suporihj 
position had to bo taken into considorstion. Owing to iiis position, tho defendant, 
had ho so desired, could havo rovoutod t.io 0 :: ossivo and extrouo us a f torturo. In 
two casos of "versciiHrfto Verae-ioung" which woro conducted undor hi.., tho prisoners 
had died as a rosult. iio had dona nothing to investigate tho"do .tli 3 , noit .ar hud ho 
dono aiyihing to r ovont furt or orcessivo torture. 

Of tiio remaining 3ovor. judges, four supportod Judge 3-. -G-K ana t -r -0 sup o uod 

ju»'* c tklSSM. 
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